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NOV 2d 2006 

TO: EXAMINER ROBERT Wl. POND '^''"^ 
RE: PATENT APPLICATION ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 10007583-1 



IN THE 

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



INVENTOR(S): Robert E. Haines et al CONFIRMATION NO: 2054 

SERIAL NO.: 09/976,642 GROUP ART UNIT: 3625 

FILED: October 11, 2001 EXAMINER: Pond, Robert M. 

SUBJECT: User And Device Interactions For Web Consolidation 



CERTIFICATION OF FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION 

I hereby certify that the following papers are being facsimile 
transmitted to the Patent and Trademark Office (Fax No. (571) 273-8300) on the 
date shown below: 

1. This Certification of Facsimile Transmission (1 pg) 

2. Status Inquiry (1 pg) 

3. Copy - Interview Summary dated May 24, 2006 (3 pgs) 



Date of Facsimile HW- 2^ . '2-00^ 
Typed Name Terri Wallcer 

KignatiirfiTN^ . hl J IjJ^i i tsLxJ^ 



NUMBER OF PAGES IN FACSIMILE: 5 
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2nd Inquiry 



Antral wix CENTER p. 02/05 

MOV 2(2006 



hewlett^ackaro company 
Intellectual Property Admlrtietratlon 
P.O. Box 272400 

Fort Collins, Colorado 80S27-2400 



PATENT APPLICATION 
ATTORNEY DOCKET MO. 1Q0Q7S83-1 



In ventGits ): Robert E. Haines et al 
AppHcation No.: 09/976,642 
FinngOatA: Oct 11, 2001 



Connrmation No.: 2054 
Examiner. Pond, Robart M. 
Group Art Unit: 3625 



Title; User And Device Interactiona For Web Consolidation 



Commf«&ioner For Patents 
PO Box14S0 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1460 



STATU8 INQUIRY 



More than. 



months have passed eince: 



□ NEW APPLICATIONS 

The filing of thi& application on 



□ 



No communication has t)e©n received from the Patent 



and Trademark Office Indicating action on this application. 

AMENDED APPLICATIONS . . ^ . o * * „^ 

The filing of a response on April 27. 2006 No eommunication has been received from the Patent and 
Trademark Office. interview with Examiner on^May 24, 200$. Examiner withdrew final* 
was going to issue new office action. 



APPEALED APPLICATION 
The Appeal Brief was filed on 



Q An Examiner's Answer was mailed on 

□ A Reply Brief to the Examiner's Answer was submitted on_ 



□ ALLOWED APPLICATIONS 

The mailing of FORM POL-85 and/or Examiner's Amendment on 



Kindly advise the underaigned of the present status of this application. 



□ I hereby certify that tfils conespontfenoa Is being 
deposited with the United States PO$tal Sen/ice 
d$ first class mail in an envoiope addressed to: 
CommiSBioner for Patents. Alexandria. VA 22313-1450 



Date of Depo&it 



OR 



[x] I hereby certify that mis paper Is being 

transmitted to the Patent and Trademark Office 

facsimile number (571) 273-8300. 

Date of facsimile: NoV. 26, '2£X>S^ 

Typed NarrwneJrri WcU fc^JT" 



Respectfully submitted. 
Robert E. Hain^otal 

By 



Attorney/Agent for Applicant(5) 
Nathan R. Rieth 

Reg No. : 44,302 
Date: ^tj Jc^ 
Telephone : <20fi) 396^287 
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United States Patent and Trademark 



RECHVED 

^utK Office 



RECEIVED 

NOV 2 8 2006 



MAT ov ^^^i^^ ^ffiL'^^^SlS^iii^JS^ 

AAfcw: COMMI^tONER FOU PATBNTS 



"^PLICATION WQ. I 



nUNQDATE 



I RRSTMAMBD INVENTOR | ATTORWeYPOCICErNO. | CONFRMATtONNO. j 



10/11/2001 



KiobcrtE. Haiocs 



10007583-1 ^ 



2054 



7590 05/24/1006 

HEWLETT-PACKARD COMPANY 
bitellectual Fioperly Admmistradon 
P.O. Box 272400 
FortCollms. CO 80527-2400 



C 



EXAMINER 



□ 



ART UNIT 



P0Na,RD9EKTM 

j PAPERNUMBSR } 



3625 

DATE MAILED: 05^40006 



Please find below and/or attached an Office comnnmication concerning this application or proceeding. 



m)-90C (Rev. I0rt>3) 
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Application Mo. 



Appllcant(9) 



HAINES ETAL. 



Interview Summary 



Examiner 



Art Unit 



Robert M. Pond 



3625 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative. PTO personnel): 



^\) RobeniM. Pond , 

(2) Afr. Jim Shaum ttf*. R&a. #39.533. 



(3). 



Date of Interview: 22 Mav 2006 . 

Type- a)K Telephonic bO Video Conference 

c)n Pereonal (copy given to: 1 )□ applicant 2)0 applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)n Yes e)0 No. 
If Yes, brief description: , 

Cldim(s) discussed: None , 

Identification of prior art discussed: . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)Q was not reached, h)KlN/A, 

Substance of Jnterviow including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: Arguments or^senied in after- final sre persuasive. Final office action ts withdrawn. 
A new ofTtcf^ ac^fff yy^^ ^ issued . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the daims 
allowaWet if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of ttie amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MOST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Offwe ac«on has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERfOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM. WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Reconj of Interview 
require/nents on reverse side or on attached sheet 



Examiner Note: You must sign this fomi unless it ts an 
Attachment to a signed Office aclfon. 




J.^. Patent antf Tr^emttn omttb 
PTOL-413(Rev, 04-03) 



Interview Summary 



Paper No. 20060522 
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Summary df Record of Interview Requireineau 

ap^iHi whulhW Dr mi an agroemant wHh the exeminar wM «Mted at U>e inteivte*. 

Tin* 37 Code of F«denl Reaulatloiw (CFm 5 1.13a hitcrviewi 

57 CFR 51.2 Builfieas to be trenidddd in writing. . . ..w 

ar^faUwad oral prumteo. stipui^n. or undantoidInQ in iBlaiion to which lhare ifi cfieagfoofnem or doubt 

Tne action of th© Pateni and Trademark Otfice cannot be based excfusivefy on the written record in the ORic© if that reconl Is ftsalf 

incomplete mraiigh the failuro to record the sutetana of inte^ , • .k^ .,ni«« 

mcwnp a^^^ ^ ^ ^ ^^^^ substance of an ^lervtew of reuonJ "^i^l^^ST^^^^ 

ihB examines indlcateVhe or /no w«l do so. It is th^ e)£aminei'3 responsibility to see that such d record Is made and to correct msterpa) inaccuracies 

Which b..^y^a^^^^^ 

inlarvtew ^Tcbecdtino the Mpropriate boxes and fiUinfl in thft blante. Dfscussions regarding only pcooedural matters, dircctftdsotely to restriction 
^^SL^^ intS^!U«t!alton is otherwise provided forin Section 812.01 of the Manoai ^^^^^^y^^^^""^ ""itflL 
oTlypograpNcal errors or unreadable script *n Office actions or ttw Uko, ace exduded kxn tr« interview rEcordabon Pfooedures t)elow. Where the 
aub^anSa of an Mervtew is completely recorded m an Examiners Amendment no «aparato interview ^'^;y^^^f^ ^"j™**/ ^ ^ 

The Interview Summary PorAi ahafl be fliven an appropriate Paper Mo. placed in the n^ht hand porbon of ftc file, and listed on ma 
-Coniants- section of the file wrapper. In a personal Inlervlaw, a duplicate of the Form la givan to the appftcant (or attorney or agent) at the 
oondusloaof the irtfeivlew. In the case Of a telephorw or v(de«onference irilerview^the copy is maJed ^IheaWf^^s^^^ 
either witn or pr»or to the next offldal communicaBon. if additional cofieapondence from the examiner id not Hkety before an alowance or if other 
circumstances dldate. me Form should be maUad promptly after the interview rather than with the next offcial communication. 

The Form provides for recordation of Oio foltewir^g information; 

- Application Number (Series Code and SariaJ Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Oaie of Interview 

- Type of Interview (telephonic vWeo^nferenoe, or personal) 

- Name of partldpant(s) (applicani, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc,) 

- An indicabon whether or not an axhibit was shown or a demonsbatlon conducted 

- An IdentificBtion of the specific prior art discussed 

- An indication whether an aoeement was reached and if so, a description of the gansfal nature of the acreement (may oe ay 
attachment of a copy of amendments or daims aeieed as being allowable). Note: Agreement as to allowability i6 tentative and does 
not restrict further action by the oxaminar to the contrary, 

_ Tlie signature of the examiner who conducted the Interview (If Form la not an attachment lo a signed Office action) 

It Is desirable tnat the examiner oraKy remind the epplicanl of his or h«r obHgation to record the substance of the Inteiviwv of each case, it 
shouW be noied. hosiwsver. that the Interview Summary Fomi wil not normally be considered a complete and proper recordation of tl}a Interview 
unless it Includes, or Is supplemented by the appBcani or the examiner to indode, all of the appficable items required below concerning the 
eubslance of the inteivlew. 

A complete and proper reCOrdatiOA of the substance Of any inteiview should indude at teaat the following appiicabte hems: 

1 ) A brief description of the natuna of any exhibit ehOMi or any demonstratkm conducted. 

2) an Identlficatkin of the daims discuesed, 

3) an Identification of the spedfic prior art discussed, _ . ^ . .u 

4) an Identifrcatton of the prindpal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these ere atready descrbed on the 
interview Summary Form oomplBted by the Examiner. 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the prindpal argurnanlsprBsentfid to the examiner. 4., ^ 

fThe Identification of arauments need not be lengthy or elaborate, A verbatim or hfghly detailed descr^tion of the arflumenls is not 
required The identification of the arguments is 6uf«cier>t If the general nature or Ihrusi of Iho prindpal arguments made to the 
examiner can be understood in the context of the applk»tion file Of course, the applicant may desire to emphasize and fully 
describa those arguments wWch he or she feels were or mfghi be persuasWe to the examiner.) 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and ^ , . ^ u 

7) if appropriate, the genera! results or outcome of the Interview unless aii^Oy described In the Interview Summary Fomi completed by 
the examiner. 

Examiners aro expected to carefiily review the appUcant's record of *e substance of an interview. If the record Is not complete and 
accurate, ihe examiner win give the applicant an extendable one month time period to ooffect the record. 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

If the daims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should sand a letter setting forth the examiner's version o^ the 
statement attribuied to him or her. If the record is complete and accurate, the examiner should ptaoe the Indication. "Inteiview Record OK on the 
paper rBoonling the swbstance of the interview along with the <tete and the examlrwrs Initials. 
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